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In <26SEP93.22400097@skyfox> a01muma@skyfox writes:

>        I personally think that amateurs should be required to learn Morse
>Code before making idiots of themselves on the HF bands.  I completely
>agree with Pat.  In Canada the highest requirement is 12 wpm, but you have
>no HF privileges without Morse Code.  But, Morse Code is probably the
[...]
>a few days.  I think that the US should change their band privilege system
>and only allow people with Morse Code to operate on the HF bands, and keep
>the foul-mouthed idiots on CB or at least local repeaters.

I have no strong feelings on the matter, but I can't resist commenting.
After I got my Canadian Advanced Nocode licence I bought a HF receiver at a
fleamarket to find out what I was missing. I listened to both the amateur
bands and the CB bands (legitimate and not). This isn't statistically valid
of course but I heard a lot more bad language and inane drivel in the
amateur allocations. Having discovered the world below 30MHz I then sold the
receiver and have since not given another thought to 30MHz-minus. The above
message in conjunction with the pointless ongoing code debate produced a
bizzare thought. 

Now that I've proved to myself that knowledge of morse code causes bad
operating I propose that we ban anyone with a demonstrated knowledge of
morse from any freqencies above 30MHz. I know most of them were forced to
learn the code but we just can't take the chance. Let's keep the riff-raff
off of our bands. Support my proposal. Keep 30MHz-plus clean!

Oh ... :-)
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